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Fort Saint George, Political Consultation, 1st June 1858. i

No. 13. From J. R. BOYSON, Esq, Honorable Company’s Solicitor; to the Chief

Secretary to Government, Fort Saint George, dated 15th May 1858, No. 246.
SIRr,

1. With reference to the letter noted in the margin, I have the honor to report, for the
information of Government, that 1 submitted
the proposed Draft ¢ Bill to provide for the
¢ administration of the Estate and for the pay-
“ment of the debts ofthe late Nabob of the
Carnatic” to the Advocate General with a re-
quest that he would advise whether, as framed,
tly provided against those claims which are to be the subject of “ Summary
he 12th and following Sections of the proposed Bill, being referred by the
to the Master, and I herewith send a copy of the Advocate

Letter from Mr. H. Forbes, Acting Secretary
to Government; to the Honorable Company’s
Solicitor, dated 16th April 1858, No. 261,

Political Department.

its provisions sufficien
investigation,” under t
Supreme Court, for that purpose,

General’s opinion on this point. ‘
9. Further consideration satisfied me that the provisions of the proposed Draft Bill requir-

ation in several respects, some of them involving matter of great

ed amendment and modific
-submitted the Draft Bill to the Advocate General with the instruc-

importance. I therefore againre
tions of which I enclose a copy.

3. 1 subsequently had much communication with the Advocate General on the subject, and
he ultimately modified the Draft of the proposed Bill as shewn by the alterations in the copy of
it herewith sent, and wrote the further opinion of which I also enclose a copy.

s to Mr. Forbes’ departure for Calcutta, I had the satisfaction of having a long
interview with him on this subject and of conveying to him all such information as seemed to me
likely to be useful relative to the affairs of the late Nabob ; the position of the property which at
one time belonged to the Nabob, the past dealings with it, and the legal and other proceedings
arising out of the Nabob's affairs or matters in which he was directly or indirectly interested,
which had taken place since the Nabob’s death. Ialso explained to Mr. Forbes the grounds
upon ‘which the Advocate General and I considered the proposed amendments in the Draft Bill
to be both expedient and necessary, as well as the Advocate General's views and my own on the
I likewise furnished Mr. Forbes, with the Draft Bill as altered by the Advocate

pies of all the papers above referred to, as well as with certain other papers
further consideration of the matter and the final

Forbes now has all needful information on the

4, Previou

whole case.
General and with co
which I thought would be useful to him in the
revision of the Draft Bill, and I think that Mr.
subject.
5. In obedience to the orders of Government, 1 forward herewith a Memo: stating shortly
within my knowledge) of all Actions and Suits brought and

the particulars (so far as they are A
instituted in the Supreme Court at Madras since the Nabob’s death in respect of debts and mort-

gages alleged to have been incurred and executed by third parties for and on behalf of the Nabob.
Mr. Forbes has not been furnished with a copy of this Memo : but he is fully aware of the gene-
ral nature of all these proceedings.
6. In conclusion, I would beg to add that if the proposed Bill is amended in the manner
or to the effect advised by the Advocate General in the papers above mentioned, I do not antici-
pate that there will be'much difficulty in efféctually working the Act and carrying out what I
believe to be the objects and intentions of the Legislative Council and of this Government.

INSTRUCTIONS.

Mr. Advocate General will be pleased to advise Government whether the proposed Draft

« Bill to provide for the administration of the Estate and for the payment of the debts of the
« late Nabob of the Carnatic ” needs modification or amendment, and if so in what respects

either to free it from ambiguity or to render it more effectual for attaining the desired ends. i
eable

The Solicitor begs to suggest for Mr. Advocate General's consideration that it is desir

that the Bill should be modified and amended in the following respects.
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As to the period from which Interest at 6 per was pa?dlz;vzgzni:;%::sgei:n)}"-su;;()f'.nom.!y
Cent onl‘y shall be. calculated upon the claims specific discharge of Interest at . }:'e Jmen
(:S/" f?-edz)tco;s coming under the provisions of than 6 per cent such payment shaail :i’:e; o
ection X11. op:izned or questioned but Interest at the :etli‘z-

ced rate of 6 per Cent (as i i
;2:1111 b;ercalculated from the period up to which Interest at any l}:igher rat(e sll::HV1::3e :Z e Bll'l)
y 1scharged'by any such payment by the Nabob. The Bill as at present f en speci-
sanction the opening of an Account Current between the Estate of the late Nabob a r;med -would
and giving the claimant credit on the one side for all sums of money actually advancer(ll . Zlal.m o
Int.erest on those sums at 6 per Cent from the dates of their respective advance and daxl])‘ .Slmple
claimant on the other side with all payments made by the late Nabob in his life time a fl ‘;‘“8‘ the
on all such payments from the respective dates on which they were made ; the result ofn th'mereSt
of'calculation to a Creditor who during any length of time previous to the Nabob’s d th l}j e
celvo.ad Interest on his debt on security at 12 or 18 or at any higher rate would be fa- ad‘ -
and in f:he case of a debt’of long standing upon which Interest had been paid at a hi hely R
the claimant a debtor to instead of a Creditor upon the Nabob's Estate, this mod X% the mz'ike
may have been contemplated by the Legislative Council but it is hardl): robab} : 0d “ _Clﬂatlon
events very desireable that the doubt (admitting it to be such) shouldrl)) fh waally ot o
to and the duty and authoritty of the Supreme Court clearly defined e etlectually put an end

. The Solicitor considers that it s ; '
As to the place of deposit of the declaration est degree desireable that t;e ICIta;tel:sll?od;s hl:gh-
uld have

referred to in Secti i
o/ 0 in Section X11. nothing whatever to do with the claims which
become the subject of summary investigation

this object he suggest i
Supreme Court would be a more desireable and a far more confegnise:t t:la:c:hif 1;ng'rtyf()f t?ge
posit for the

declarations than the Master's office Th
. . ey can b i :
readily from the Registry thay the Master’syo;;e e produced in Court when required far more

The Solicitor thinks that the Bill should

As to giving the Recciver or the Government
Madras full particulars of claims coming wit

in the operation of Sectivn X 17 - ver or the Government of Madras with a full

and detailed Statement of his claim, shewing
dates of .advance, amounts advanced, how and
e day of investigation, in order to due enquiry

idence and otherwise. This object might be

' ) e day of i igati 0 oy .
livery of the desived particulars, &, Loy t}}I]e Slor;iv:stlgatlon, also giving directions as to the de-

vide for it in the Bill, ’ itor submits that it will be better more to pro-

Section XV provides for the Courts ** as-

As to “Interest” subse J
quent Lo the Nabob's degtp, certaining and determining'
N a summary way

“ time of his death to the claimant.”

is due to the ¢ alteration for the Court must ascertain what

d and ut It.ls in the Solicitor's opinion of the
the Receiver u.(;nOSt lmportance that the Act should pro-
- vide thata conveyance or assignment from

el indefensible T the Recei
il indefeasible Title upon any purchaser and to Scheduls tol‘;;l; (XOZIG s}];all confer an absolute
€t a Form of conveyance as

without this provision man ions :
av0id, such 26 whotber the}'h‘eli‘:ZSt}O"; may arise of a mature which it is especs lly desireable to
ofthe latc Nabob are not necessary partip tm ’ ;irea .
es to a valid convey-

ance of any Land or Chattels rea] which belorged to the Nabob at the tim f his death, &c., &
e of his death, &c., &c.

As to the corveyance qnd assignment of Lan
Iiouses and Chattles real sold by b

of provide for the claimant furnishing the Recei-’

(14
what sum was dye from the said Nabob af the’

Fort Saint George, Political Consultation, 1st ._June 1858.  ¢»

The Solicitor suggests the expediency of
providing that every person coming in under
Section XI1 shall come in, in respect of all his
claims of every sort, or not at all, without such a provision a claimant, having a portion of his
claim covered by some security, bearing an exorbitant rate of Interest and altogether of a usurious
character, may elect to make this available and to come in under Section XII in respect of other

claims for which he has no security.

As to a splitting up of claims.

The Solcitor suggests thatit would be
desireable to provide against any assignment or
mortgage of claims subsequent to the passing
of the Act. Looking at the nature of the transactions between the late Nabob (or rather between
those who were about him) and his Creditors there will be more than enough difficulty in arriv-
ing at the truth and a prohibition against further assignments will tend to prevent greater com-

As to assignment of claims.

plexity.
y Goolam Moortoza Khan passed through

As to claims under Isteefa Cutcherry Bonds is- the Insolvent Court many years ago for debts
sued by order of the late Nabob in discharge amounting in the aggregate to several lakhs of
of Goolam Moortoza Khan's debts. Rupees, some years afterwards the late Nabob

was a party to an arrangement with Goolam

Moortoza Khan's Creditors under which they accepted Isteefa Cutcherry Bonds for amounts
then agreed upon, payable by Annual Instalments without Interest in full discharge of all claim
against Goolam Moortoza Khan, who thereupon obtained his final discharge from the Insolvent
Court. It is said (and probably with some truth) that a great portion of the liabilities inserted
in Goolam Moortoza Khan's Schedule were incurred on behalf of the late Nabob or arose out
of transactions with which he was connected, no money was ¢ advanced to or paid for the use of
the Nabob” by the holders of these Securities, and as Section XII is now framed it is at all events
doubtful whether claimants under these Securities come within its operation. The Solicitor sub-
mits that it will be desireable to remove this doubt.

The above are the only points which have as yet occurred to the Solicitor as needing consideration

Copy OPINION.

I have introduced into the margin of the Printed Draft Bill in Sections VII, VIII, 1X, XII,
and XV, additions which I consider essential to the proper working of this Act. I have also intro-
duced 2 new Section which I have numbered Vi to shew that it is to precede the present Section
VI. This also I consider important. The three Provisoes which I have added to Section XII
I think very important ; the Ist to prevent any question about Interest at whatever rate bond fidé
paid by the Nabob in his life time ; this I think should not be opened or questioned but 6 p. c.
be calculated from the date of the last payment of Interest in the Nabob’s life time. The 2nd is
to prevent splitting of claims by parties who may have only Paper vouchers in respect of some
claims, and may therefore be very willing to claim for these under Section 12, but who may have
Jewels or other valuables mortgaged to them as Security for other claims bearing it may be 2%
per Cent Interest. The third is to prevent parties so circumstanced from assigning any of their
claims after the passing of this Act. With the same object I have to this 3rd Proviso added some
words in pencil which I here repeat “ or if made or executed since the death of the said late
“ Nabob unless proved to have been made bond fidé and fora valuable consideration, the proof
“ whereof shall lay upon the person claiming under such assignment.” I think these words
may be useful, but I cannot call them essential.

I also think that a clause somewhat to the following effect should be introduced after the
present Section XII.  Every person claiming to be a Creditor of the said late Nabob in res-
¢ pect of any Security commonly called and known as an Istafa Cutcherry Bond issued by order
« of the said late Nabob in discharge of or favor or on account of any debt of Ghoolam Moortooza
« Khan Bahadoor who shall file such declaration as is in the next preceding Section mentioned
«« according to the provisions of the said Section shall be entitled to the benefits of such Section
¢ in respect of the debt due by the said Ghoolam Moortooza Khan Bahadoor for or on account
% of which such Istafa Cutcherry Bond was originally issued, the amount thereof to be estimated
¢ in respect of monies and goods in the manner in and by Section XTI provided.”
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e holders of these Bonds, who

are clearly entitled toall
CreditorS,

could not come jn under this Act as the

ortooza Khan, even if chiefly for the Nabob's use,
would be difficult to be proved to have been so given, anq certainly none of them were given to
the Nabob. A

(Signed) THOQMAS SIDNEY SMYTH,
8th May 1858, '

Advocate General.

——————————

On further consideration [ think that Section I1X will be improved by the addition of the
words I have now added in the margin. [ have therefore addeq those words also to those which
I first introduced in the margin of Sections VI and VHI, and also in one part of my additions
to Section XII. In fact I think that, whereper the words «
which belonged to the said Nabob in his Jife time
words I refer to, viz., * and which wag assigned or conye
 without valuable consideration for the Purpose of rajsip
“ way of mortgage or otherwise,”

T'have not time, the
her appointed time, to explain my reasons for ¢

Company’s Solicitor is in possession of
fully to the present Member for

Or upon any property whatsoever
occur they should be followed by the
yed by the said Nabob to any person
g money upon the security thereof by
Steamer being expected so much before
Proposed additions, but the Honorable
ave an opportunity of explaining them
ative Council, Mr. Henry Forbes. But
joint use of myself and the Honorable
» have had my amendments fair copied

hese

been furnished for the
Company’s Solicitor, otherwise [ would

» if time permitteq
on another copy.

I also think that either by way of an other P

ision li i Toviso to Section XII or as a separate clause, a
provision like the following shoulq be introduce P

at every person claimin
whats

g to be a Creditor of the said late Nabob ”
ever which be

longed to the said Nabob in his life time,
sideration for the purpose of raising

otherwise] who shall file sych declarat;
time furnish to the Chief Secretary of
appointed under this Act] full parti
amended particulars as hereiq after
the East India Company [ or for the
order for amended and better ang fu
shall grant such order, the claim of
time when such person shall haye
particulars as the sajqd Conrt or 5 J

On as is heyej

the Government of F
culars of his claim,
Mentioned ] shal] app
receiver ] to apply to
rther Particulars apq
such person shall not
furnished ¢o-

udge thereof shall deem

ort Saint George [ or to the receiver
and in case such particular [ or such
ear insuﬂicient, it shall be lawful for
the said Court or Judge thereof for an
In case the Court or a J udge thereof
be investigated until 14 days from the

would, if Properly construed, prevent
account of the claims which may be m?d.e
ticularly desire o prevent the possibi-
ffectual way of doing so, and of prevfmt-
(supposing the question to beraised
words ¢ in 5 summary way” the words
ourt.”

before a new J udge) would be to adq. ;
“ and not by referr

(Signed) THOS, SYDNEY SMYTH,
Advocate General.

R0tk April 1858,

(True Copies.)

(Signed) J. R. BOYSON,

Honorable Company's Soficiter.

tical Consultation, 1st June 1858,  «.»
Fort Saint George, Political Consultation, 1st June 8 G

e e A A P i e

(0] a ras .." Ce
1 i i upl me h
l i‘ \/I() 1 A (:[i“][s a]l(l Suitb bt Ought and lllStlt\lted n t]le S (5 (:()u]t t iﬂ(l s
the d\e/a.tll 0( t;le late habob in l'eprCt Of Debts and \lIOI tgages Whlch are alleged tO lla‘e be(ll
me e y paltles i T and- on behalf Of th l).
1 d and Xecuted b these i 0 e Nabo
weurre

SHAHABOODEEN KHAN,
versus

B.
HAJEE MOORTOZAH saxp GHOOLAM MAHOMED SAI

i eme Court upon aPromissory Note forRupe?s
This as an Ackion o e plvi: SIS;aglf‘et:?S;::talments sonll)e of whi_ch Instalments ht‘hezx};::{
S Cog?)(r)x Jult)lﬂrment was signed and executio‘n issued, uflder telzf et
o e e Where}q;lt title :nd interest of the Defendants in 3 propert.les, on S
o e S e ;lg ettah in the Zillah of Chingleput (which Pl.amtlﬂ‘Hpu.rc Moorto_
Properties shate ot o oilszob and is said to have been conveyed. l?y him to atj)een. on
one time belonged to tl'le l‘ate-j ;or for what purpose the Company’s Sollc1f0r has n%th t?:iq he
v2b (bat for what consldeli)tlo roperties belonged to Hajee Moortozah himself. elti“. il; o
e th(;) Octlheru:]dre)r tIl)le Judgment. The Servants of the late Nabob are s
balance alleged to be due

session of Mowfoozpettah.

JAFFERJEE,

versus
GBOOLAM MAHOMED SAIB.

i reme Court upon a Promissory Note. I?]alt.ltlﬂ
This vas an Acton i thedplzzesc]g:ioorf tllxlr?dsel:'p which the Sﬁeriﬁ' sold the Defendan{t’ Turrllg::};
2ined aJudgme'nt o lsfilfeGardens " in the Mount Road which Plaintiff pur(flms;d.D fe;dam_
e e WOI(:' inises but believed that the legal Estate was vestfed in the lefmm e
had no mortgage of those ’:]e claims those Premises under an alleged gift by paro rom e
The Begum Auzeem O(.m e sion of them. The Title Deeds are in the -possesswl}}o” acer
B nlo“;hm Dp:;iej of the late Durbar. Plaintiff has never realised any thing
Ool Qomrah formerly the

his Judgment excepting the Sherift’'s Bill of Sale to himself.

BUNSEELAUL ABEERCHUND,
versus

GHOOLAM MAHOMED SAIB.

The
Warrant of Attorney to confess.a Ju.dgmen't.

i T'hese pl.Oceedingsllv‘freal f::clﬁflir :hio'rll‘i:;le Deeds of a Marke't and Prerr.usets 1:1hf;))v;fr;ciz:1[;:l:
Neiek S beld lack Towr belonging to the late Nabob and aSSIgned by him to o Defendant
Naick Street, in Blaf:]f Fown, be b . mortgage of them. Plaintiﬁ'mgned JUdgme}?t”lSSChe“y o
e ci)m.pdoSe OfcI:i::;%u[tl;z:et);)e ySheriﬁ' seized and sold the Premises to Arnachella
tion and under su

4 0 e e . ﬁ t
1 p t t i P h oney I lallltlﬂ' S exXecution was sa Sﬂed a”d he
- 3y ()() and ()(1(1 Rll ees ou ()i lle r urchase m

: fa: in the Sheriff’s Office. The
balance was paid to another Judgment Creditor who had afi: fa: in the

premises are considered to have realised a fair price.

CAUSEE DOSS
VeErsus .
GHOOLAM MAHOMED SAIB.

Y| ainti toage of certain
his was 2 Suit on the Equity side of the Supreme Court by Plaintiff as mortgag
s w

g si ¥ lue, the
gh” vels of conaldelab]e a s

: i i ipli “ Manowar Ba h” and 3 Jewe “V’ ‘ ne
«'p mises 1in Trlphcane known as " . 1 . P
: xie. ltsﬂ obtain cree tor foreclosure and sale and the Master ultlmate]y MY an
‘Plainti b ed a De { d h h

I;a(’h i()l : ‘)()0 > w 2ing ":H(’ 1‘ aree Peal']b) 10!‘ Zl.'].
B Rupe\.s bnd the thl'ee Je e]S (One Of them b.‘lnb a st s O I 24
o) )
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aggregate amount of Rupees 41,550. T :
oV, he “M -
value; but the Jewels reali , anowar Bagh” di reali
war B’ agh” through an§ ixlss}cllemore than .their estimated Vahgle_ Pliir::'té.eahse more than half its
° name of his Nephew and the premises arl purchased the < Mano-
e now in Plaintiff’s
posses-

sion, he having recovered them b

sio, y means of ; :

o elanse alleged to be due under thea;x 1f:lcnon of Ejectment in theSupreme Court. Th
gment. e ere

LUTCHMEE DUTT DAVAY

versus

GHOOLAM MAHOMED SAIB.

This was an Action on the plea si 1

lly socured by & morigage or dr; e: fnde of the Supreme Court on one Promi

teral Security ; Plaintiff went to tr'p 18;; of Jewels and on another P ne tromissory Note collate-

o ation under which the Sheriffl‘a xparte obtained a Verdict romissory Note without Colla®

fair prices. There is still sold the mortgaged Jewel ’, signed Judgment and issued
ill a balance alleged to b: Tue u ;We s which are said to have realised

nder the Jud alise
gment.

MUZZAR ALLY
versus

GH
OOLAM MAHOMED SAHIB

This was an Action on
the plea si

Collateral Security. Plaintift werI:t iz Stu.le of ‘hg Supreme Court

o ution under which the Sheriffsold {ml E}Parte obtained aVel-d.0 na Promissory Note without

Gardens” near Arcot and the gardensa: the right Title and interestlctf, SlgnedJ udgment and issued

to have been previously conveyed b; ﬂ?al;tghur both in the Colle:t efendant in the “Now Lac
e late Nabob to orate of North Arcot alleged

ge

money by mortgage. The Titl D
itle Deeds of these pro efendant for the purpose of raising

dar QOol Oomrah late Dew F i are said to be po a
an of the Durbar. Def dan l ] ! in the i
ad any beneﬁcial interest in these

properties and they are still i ;
Servants or Agents of the latmlt\?e possession or under  th
e Nabob and who in his lif e control of those persons wh
ife time had ch o whe W
arge of them

VELLAMEAH
versus

GHOOLAM MA
H
This was an Act OMED SAIB anp HAJE
n Action on the plea side of the § EE MOORTOZAH
€ du '

Collateral Security, it w
rity, it was compromised b preme Court o :
Y payment of Debt and C I:a Promissory Note withou!
osts.

MAHOMED SALLAY
HAJEE MOORT versus
.. TOZAH
This is an Action on the plea side of t} :’;D NARASING BAWN LALAH
e. u .

lateral Security. — :
y. The Action is still pending angr;me Court on a Promis N Col
‘ as not yet been tri sory Note without L0%
. tried.

—

RAJAH COONDUM LALL

versus

_ GHOOLAM
This was a Suit on the Equity side of fAHOMED SAIB
ot the

certain Premises at Ma Sup

‘ mbalum Suprem
’*;‘:‘3 of such premises and the iydzli.pet.known by th: ?10_“11 for the foreclosure of a mortgage °"
:ese: \P‘remlses were the prOpertl;rpol{?atmn of the proceit:;e of the “ Roshun Bagh” an dgfol’ the
ostensibly, aud on the face of the cuns the late Nabol ands to the liquidation of the mortgage:

3

Yyance for a valuable con:lzre conveyed by him to Defendant
eration but in truth wh i t
olly withot

,?:3f‘ gons' e
ideration and merely for the purpose of

.- con
: I(;DVEYed to the Honorable Company. Th
] , ecree in this Suit.

M/\M///‘//’N\N&\MAW/\\,\\ R IR

litical Consultation, 1st June 1898.

B UUDURSNEC S ee oo dul i

- Fort Saint George, Po

enabling Defendant to raise money upon them by

m

‘W;’l?gag.e for the use of the Nabob. Defendant mortgaged them to one Yadeelroy Laulah

¥ sold :Ss‘g“ed to Plaintiff. Plaintiff obtained anExparte Decree, and under this Decree the Master
y Public Auction, when the Company’s Solicitor on their behalf but in his own name pur-

chi .
ased the Premises for 25,000 Rupees: took a formal conveyance to himself and afterwards
ereis alarge balance alleged to be still due under the

 —

A GOPAUL DOSS

Y

GOVINDARAM anp 1AY

versus
GHOOLAM MAHOMED SAIB anp HAJEE MOORTOZAH.
£29 T_his was an Action on the Plea side of the Supreme Court on 2 Promissory Note for Rs.
a, 1 0. Plaintiffs went to trial Expartes obtained a Verdict, Signed Judgment for principal, Interest
Jn Costs and issued execution thereon but have not made any levyor realised any part of the
udgment.

-
GOVINDARAM anp IAYA GOPAUL DOSS

versus
B anp HAJEE MOORTOZAH.
Courton 2 Promissory Note for Rupees

d Judgment for principal, interest
e Sheriff) realised

GHOOLAM MAHOMED SAI

This was an Action on the Plea side of the Suprerne

10,500. Plaintiffs went to trial Exparte obtained a Verdict, signe
under (by means of an Action against th

;‘:d costs and issued execution and there
upees 3,580 the balance of the Judgment i alleged to be still due-

—

GOVINDARAM axp TAYA GOPAUL DOSS

persus

GHOOLAM MAHOMED SAIB.
4 This was an Action on the Plea side of the Supreme Court on a Promissory Note for Rupees
f'O'OOO' Defendant gave 2 cognovit upon which Plaintiff signed Judgment and issued execution
or Rupees 20,679-12-8, but have not made any levy or realised any part of the Judgment.

e e

RAM anp JAYA GOPAUL DOSS
Versus

) GHOOLAM MAHOMED SAIB.

GOVINDA

¢ Pleaside of the Supreme Court on 2 Promissory Note for Rupees

btained a Verdict for Rupees 39,413-3-0 signed
put have not made any levy or red-

o5 3(')I‘h1s was an Action on th
J u,d 6-3-6. Plantiffs went to trial Expartes ©
gment for that amount with costs and issued execution,

.
ised any part of the Judgment.
—
G. G. K. RXCHARDSON axp J. 8. 8 RICHARDSON

persus

GHOOLAM MAHOMED SAIB.
he foreclosure of a mor

This was a Suit on the Equity gide of the Supreme Court for t tgage

fr
om Defendant to Plaintiffs of the following properties; 7

Pater’s Gardens. Brodie Castleil
Moorat’s Gardens. Wallajah Bagh-
Sir James Home's Gardens. House at Ennore.

9 Houses at the Red Hills.
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and the sale of those premises and application of the procecds to the liquidation of the mortgage.
All these premises were the property of the late Nabob and were by him conveyed to Defendant
ostensibly and on the face of the conveyances for valuable consideration but in fact wholly without
consideration and merely for the purpose of enabling Defendant to raise money upon them by
mortgage for the use of the Nabob, De'fendant afterwards executed formal mortgages of all these *}
Premrises to Plaintiffs. Plaintiﬁ‘% Obtalll?d an Exparte Decree in this Suit and the premises were . l / v /él .k
duly sold by the Master by Public Auction when Plaintiffs with the permission of the Supreme A 8 R /

Cowrt purchased “ Pater’s Gardens " and “Moorat's Gardens, ” the Company’s Solicitor in his own 3 . .

name but on behalf of the Honorable Company purchased Sir James Home’s Gardens, Brodie
Castle, Wallajah Bagh and the two houses at the Req Hills,
the house at Iinnore.  The premises sold for the aggregate
balance of upwards of 3% lakhs of Rupees alleged to be

p
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and P. Veerapermall Pillay purchased
sum of Rupees 1,88,450. Thereis a
still due from Defendant to Plaintifis

s
under the Decree in this Suit but which it must be borne in mind was obtained Exparte and without P S &
proof of consideration. i | v ) /o_du\q . /

- ~ o : ' Y,
RAJAH COONDU , _
N LALL - '
versus . Z -
IWUNCEAZEEMJAHBAHADOOR,KYROONrus&ABAKHMIAMJAUZEEM(xnc —
NISSA BAIGUM.

This i‘s a Suit. in.stituted ar?d 10w pending on the Equity side of the Supreme Court for the . ’ / v AP “ "“4
purpose of establishing an equitable mortgage by the late Nabob to Plaintiff of the « Chepauk W} VL
Palace™ for securing advances from time to time made by Plaintiff to and for the use of the Nabob J
and in respect of which Plaintift alleges that ¢

Sal
FRERV RN

7.
¢ is d /o,
lere 1s due to him for principal and interest upwards / /
of alac and half of Rupees. The Defendants have not Yet answered. R ﬂw-' . ‘\,(/ |
S. d . . i k A ’ . . - !
(Signed) J. R. BOYSON, i V4 ”c“ :'JéuJW“¢5m-\
Honorable Company’s Solicitor. & //l A : ’/ : /
No. 14,

ORDER THEREON, No. 848 ; dated 28tt, May 1858.

c'/;;} — 4,; ""-Z,La"ﬁ[_éz‘ R (\,40‘\ o ”zwcf“

To be Recorded.

N .. - V' @Ué ,é)'r)‘(é% lM-,}a%~z
B o celme, ' ,
(Signed) T. PYCROFT, : Aﬁi; %tfza4{6Qn&v&é f;. P
Chiof Secret " cepthay P e < ,L3¢V}
o retary. / .. o Ty
iief Secreta PO 3 v

R i T

Exd. J. A, Wilson.
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